In clinical research, about half of the ethics-committee-approved projects are published. Lack of statistical significance appears to be the major reason for not publishing the outcomes of studies. The consequence is an excess of "positive" results in the literature. This selective publishing or "publication bias" distorts scientific evidence and negatively affects the validity of, for example, literature reviews and meta-analyses.
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In theory, publication bias could be controlled if Institutional Animal Care and Use Committees (Animal Ethics Committees) registered all research protocols, monitored projects' progress, and were authorized to demand a brief structured form, that gave main results or explained why an experiment could not be completed. These forms, linked to their protocol, would then be published anonymously. 
Mandatory anonymous publication

